NEW YORK HERALD, SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 1870.—TRIPLE SHEET. n -
— - i = -
- - .
advantage possible, we Wil atill ada to this number | render it w.ummmu-c It In pomething smowing that the Indi- | and & murderer? Therefore the other predic- | bess
MORMONISM in order w make 1t round numbers, Instend of | render It “one’ we no right to give it another vammmv betruihed 1 actuslly mummjwﬁamvim Talam u-mﬁ%'-f&"m m"m&
® | cang 1t 20,007 familien We wil add 008 families | [ISRSIRION Sua wae the word 'wite, ' as they have | 10 the sute of ke, dod the words “duly of | nad with (nis girl. Ebe was semd Away by Livine | which is jolned to & hariot I8 0ne body? for
b in the nmrglv Now, that word “‘wife' s munufac- | Wwarriage' clearly expressit.  Bul wbat is the mean- | oo an God sald unie “Now | maith he, shall be - fesh, B thit s Jm
T ] more, making thirty tousand (amilies in all. Now %:ur:. ““a‘ﬁ“i'm.'.‘ﬁ‘“ﬁ;" ﬁ nmnd‘ ﬂ'l'r' ot u;:‘l‘l:g{m%ulwtomm They aon't Inm vulls.:dmm and Le thon perfect V' &0 | unt e Lord om’m = u.""l: “nu ]
then we come to another wspecles of calculation | tHere kuow .ldeas o 0 OF refuge, as mssertod in Buo Gucts, my friends.  1know fhat some will reter | brengnt forward
=4 Dr. Dwight and Dr, Edwards and the otlior learned | Naw YORK HERaLD by Mr. Newman. P e urgument | advance
Last Day of the Great Discus- | (,,,401 on tuis asia. Divide 2,600,000 persons by | sommeatmions weie in manufsowrlug e word | sages are olluated N e ha T v | Bk i e s  peats aner o Senss | cun vty o 1, “ebe_ Geeh b “an
sionm on Po]ymy. 2,274 st born mwales, and we Oud oue Urst born " when there was uo orEnal word that fig- | exwined lour of the of Sarah, ‘The evergy mirncwlously given to Abes- | ¥ . l.'mliﬂl-ul“l“ﬂ e cmmu
male 10 every 112 What o large tumly fae | W I o0l What hey wers mionoguriets, nd ther | the woet does ot cur la oulicr of e, I one | humsbate' or e gonoraon of finss was con | 4" hariot  muriage: For_srqumenbe
0 monogawist 1 Hut divide 2,600,000 an - ’ : Saran's death. ‘To suppose will Wocept the axsertion, The part of the
v : ,f“““ . ¥, and eomeinded to manufacture | “refuge,” and o the ludth Psalin bt 18 tsoslated | Kol § ot s e ol paskage
ol o .“‘,‘i.",_h“‘“' ,g,:g,,;g*gg., oo o e R et arein Ague | deny Gud th Joroimiah i te transtated “Babiation | Bi T s A it T e | Sea i W e aow ye not thet e which is Jsaed
Both Parties Batisfied but |00 ™ fawily | Bupposiug  Uicss fwmilics gﬁgﬁ%'“@ BOS thew 10 Ao elhy jasigon | Nl in amos i imusiaed by 8 word lanal repre: | Wway Uic bous of Keturah Wikl bresents, during lis | one fesn. Bt he Uil 8 Joled S0 e L3rd 1o ous
to  be monogamie, after deducting hushand oL . Edwants urandaled ‘one to B thiug, Bul the orlginal wor urd | liteiime, thirefore 1t must have been during te life- | s " Kow louk ut the facts The I8 here
y b bey | BnOTher Yos, Why, then, sbould tius be an | once in the Bible, as 1 can prove e | exicon | time of Sarab.’ But he » 5 g
TR VwIGne. ol eghiy ot chiliren to- egeh Wonoguinio wile | SK-eplon harer, Why shoud 'king jam ranaly | (s wap by M B 1, Proiesaor o1 | (e doniial Sarh. e s i ot yeur ler | showing (e sruc veauin of iBe beliovers b Gt

The Mathematical Proof of the Au-
thority for Polyzamy.
Remarkable Prayer by a Saint at the
Close of the Diseussion.

A

Ten Thousand Persens in the Great
Tabernacle.

e~

BALr LAKE C17y, August 14, 1870,
The great debate between Professor Orson Pratt
and the Rev. Dr. J. P, Newman on the question
“Doeea the Bibe Banctlon Polvgamy ' was closed
Lls (Sunday) altersoon. 16 was commenced on
Friday last, and continued on three suceesslve dayd,
Tue interest, wilieh had gradaaly heighiensd from
the firsy, reachied 8 culmdnating poist this after-
poon. The inlerior of the Tavernacle presented a
pectacle which has seldom Lecl surpassed, It is
pomputed thas the sullence numbered 10,000,
I have never secn au asseinbly lo the Tabernacle
maunilest so mueh absorbing ioterest. The usual
religious services of the Mormouns are generally
told and formal; but to-day every conntenance wis
aglow, for almoat every Indivilaal was personally
interested 1 the great disonssion, It was an event
in the history of the Mormons to have ¢ distin-
gulabed Christian moalster, whose words are but the
€CLo of the sentlment of the natlon, come to the
Egreat stroughold of polygamy and pronounce the
law of condemuution before the faces of ten thous
sand people, Brigham Young and his connseilors,
1he aposties, the Lishops wnd the eiders sat in their
places snd Ustened to e Doctor while he poured
into thelr ears the Divine denunciation of their sys.
tem. Moie thau hall the audlense was composed of
Women, and it was eviaent that most of them wera
In sympathy with the Dector during the whole of
etlie digcussion, when e polunted out from his Serip-
tural standpoiut that wonvgamy 18 the fundamental
and the only form of marriage which, institated by
Goa bLimself n Edey, approved by all the prophets
and glorifed by Uhrist and His aposties, has ever
had the Almighiy's amlle aad sanction. At the close
of the debmie o desperale edort wad made In the
cloalng prayer by one of the apostles to counternct
thie lnfinence of Dr, Newmun's argumenta by, not ln
reality a prayer to the Lord, Lbuc an argument to the
people ln favor of polygamy, The proceedings thils
Afternoon were opened Ly the cholr singing the
187th hymo ln the Mormon Hymn Dook, com.
mencing i—
Hosannab to the great Messlah,
The long expeoted Saviour King!

Helll come nod clemnse the earil by fre,
And gather seattered In'u?‘ia. e

Prayer was then ofered by the Rev. Dr. Sunder-
land, after which the cholr sang the Forty-first Lywn,
beginning:—

Bpirit of Falth come dow
‘IOM the thiugs of God,

o4 mnke us o the Godbead known,
And witoess with (e bleod, .

Elder George Q. Cannon, one of the Twelve Apos-
tles, ot the request of Judge Suow, oue of the um-
pires, read a few of the conditlona agreed wpoi for
regnlating the discission, in order thut persons in
the andlence who had mot been present ou the pre-
vious days might understand them. He also stated
thas, In order to allow the speakers to fimsh thely
concluding sentences, In cass euch were not com-
pleted when their time was up, one minute more
Would be allowed them for that purpaose,

CONCLUDING ARGUMENT OF PROFESSOR PRATT.

Professor Pratt then rose and spoke as follows:—

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN—We lave assembled
oureelves ln this vast congregation, in the third ses-
Blon of our discusslon upon & very luportant Inatitg-
tion of the Bible, The questlon, a8 you have already
heard, s, “Does the Blule Sanctlon Polygamy
Many arguments have been adduced, both on the
Elde of the afirmative and also on the slde of
the negative of this quesiton, Thls afiernoon one
honr s allotted to me Lo the disenssion to bring forth
tili further evidences, which will close the debate 80
far as the afirmative is concerned; then to be fol-
lowed by the Rev. Dr. Newman, wiich will fnally
close the discussion,

Polygamy 18 o question, or, In other words, an Io.
Btitutlon, of the Dible; gn nstitution eatablished, as
I have already shown, by Divine suthority, estab-
lisned by law, by commatd; and hence, of course,
must be sanctloned ny the great Divice law-
glver whose words are recorded o the Bible, There
18 one particular item which [ wish to bring forth in
the commencement of my remarks this afternoon.
Yesierday 1 was challenged by the Rev. Dr. New-
man to bring forth any evidences whatover to prove
that there were more than two polygamisis’ families
in all Isvach during the tline of their sojourn In the
Wilderness, At least that 13 what I understood the
gentleman to say. I shall now procecd to Lring
forth the proof, The statistics of Israel {n the days
of Moses show that there were of males over twenty
Fears oll (Numbers 1.,40) 003,550, Thiz will Le
Tound In the passage to which 1 have referrved.
All the number from twentyyears old and ups
wards of the imgle population [spat down atb 803,550
Bouls. It wias aduitted yesterday afternoon that
there were 2,500,600 of the Israelites. T will grant
Mr. Newman's nssertlon—2,600,000, 1 shall 411910 take
the positlon that tle females amont Tsrael svers far
more numerons then the males; I mean that por-
tion of them lhat were over twonty years of age.
For tus reason 1 assume this:—From the birth of
Moses dowi to the time that 18rael were nombered
gome elghty vears ud dlapsed, The destruction of
the mgle ohibirén had commensed before the birth
of Moses; how muny yoars bofore that 1 kuow not.
The onvder of King Pharaoh was to desrroy all the
male elilldren by drowalng them, Al the people of
his realm were communded {o see thal they were
destroyed and tirown into the river Nite.  How long
8 period ihis great destructiom  contlnued I8
unkoown;  but i we Buppose that one
male child to every <60 persons was de-
Blroyed every year it would amount to tue
pumber of 10,000 persons destroyed-—I mean afant
mles,  This would sovn hegin to tell In regard to
the diference b the nnmber of males and females,
Ten thousand each veme would only be one male
chlld to each 280 persons, How many would this
make in elghty years —Moges then Lelng elghty
yenrs of age. 1t would smouat (o 590,000 females
Above that of males, Bt L do not wish to ke ad-
vantage In this argument by ds2uming too hlgh &
nuinber, We will spilt the diiference and say 1t wns
one-halt that number, Instead of 500,000 we will
gay 400,000 more fomales than ma'es, owing to the
groat destruction that was ordercd  moong them,
Tl would be one male destroyed each year out of
very G00 perscnd, The femalea then over tweoty
years of age womd bo 603,850, pus  or
added 1o 400,000 sugplus women, making In
all 1,000,500 Tewalea over Iwently years of age.
The children, therefore, ulder vwenty years 10 make
D e 2,600,000, Would e §82 000, e toial popula-
Bon of lsracl belng iald down at 2,600,000 people.
Nuw, then, for tue number of famllics cdustituting
this popuiation. ‘e familles haviog fivst born
males over one month old (Nambers i, 4%) nume-
bered 22, ntlizs having no male cnlidren over
one nunith old sapposed 10 be in the yatlo of threo
to one.  The catio naght, perhaps, be far dimerent
from this: but judiging ow what we gae here ln our
DWIL country and amoung dulferent uatlons, there
oray have bued sewe lammibics with ouly females,
some famles withon! any citidren at oll, some
famiies where childien wera less than a month old;
but if woe  take them &8 three to one the
putiber woull be §,494 additlonal familles hav-
loyg uo drst born males, Add these to the 223,273
with first born mates, aod we have tho s total of
V0,007 lamiMes n lerael, Now, 1o order to favor the
rlonoBuLLELe’ wrguwent, aod e Wem Ml the

And if assume the number of mates and femnles to
Le exactly equal, making uo sllowuance for the de-
stricidon of the maie wnfants, we shall theu have to
inerense the pumber of ehildren undor IWenty years
AgE 50 84 10 Keep d the nunber of 2,500,000,
This would still make elghty-ous chlldrén ou an
average Lo each of the 30,000 monogamic families,

Now wo cowe fo ex the s L 0 regurd to

olygamic houseliods, 8o us to reduce the number
Pl.lum womau wowld bave, If wo ruppose Lhe
avernge nuwinber of wived to bg seven—thie average
number rocolleci—there iy be many that nave uo
wife at all; there may be juany mMonogsmic
fuwliies; aond then | there be many noly-
giaude  having (rom ome wile up to thirly
or forty. But  we will average thewm, the
90,000 families, we will average thein Lo seven wives
aplece. We =hould then b ve onn husband to seven
wives, snd seventy-tive children, making elglllfﬂ-
three (o w family. 1o the polygamie housenold th
would glve un uverage of over len children to each
Of the 210,000 polygumio wives and 50,000 husbands,
Wien we take the 80,000 married men from the
804,560 men over Lwenty years old, we have 577,650
aomarried men (o lsvael, I we dedact 210,000 e
ried women from the 1,008,050 females over twenly
years we have 708,550 unmarrisl feumiles over
tweniy years old, This would be enough to supply
all the unmarried men with one wile each, leaving
S0U1 & balance of 220,000 unmarrted females to itve old
maldé or enter luto polygamle households. The
law guaranteeing the rights of the frst born
wiich has been referved to in other portlons ol our
tiscursion, lncludes these twenty-two thousand two
hunared and seveaty-tures Arsi-dorn male children
L ISruel—that 18, one pers u, one frit-born peraon,
to every oue pundred and (welve persons in lsracl,
takiug the population as represeated by our most
estevated aul earned friend, sr. Nowman, s Lwo
vl @ half mililons, Here, tico, was 8 aw given to
reguiite the vighes of the dtst born appiylog (o over
twenty-two thousand @rst-born mie children in
lsrael; that they suould all inherit a double pordon
of Lhe goods wnd tmbericances o Lhalr [athers,

Hut how, thep, having brought forch tiese statis-
tics, et us (or & few moeats examine the resulls
mre closely, liow ¢an any oue prove from the
Statistios given In Numberd, in the Bible? How
Call sny one assume them to be  monogimie
and be ¢onslstent ¥ 1s 16 reasonable, 18 1t consistent
L0 suppose tiat these houseliokds could have been
monpgamle o their natuce? By no mesns; 1t can-
not b 50, I presume that my reiemsd, notwithstad-
uu" I great desire and earuestness (o overihrow
polygamy—1 presuwme thut e will not have the con-
Btlence o say o Mils people that one wir: can
briug forth elghty-one childien In & housenuld, If
Ly cainot, and we can depend upon these num-
bers, these biblical statlstics, then et Mr, Newmnan,
WO ussnuied that Lhe mmales aua females were equal,
suow how thess great aod wonderinl houseuolds
could be produced awong Israel Il there were only
LWo pulygumte wmdlies o thelr oudsh 18 reguires
soniethiug wore poweriul than that moedicinat herb
Cuiled mandrakes to which Mr. Newian relers i
his rejoinder 1o my reply iu the New York HEwaLb,
(Latighier,) [ iniuk there ure no mandrakes al the
piresent day thae woulld accomplsh suth wouwdors as
thil,  (Lauzhies)

Having then establisbed that Isracl was a poly-
ﬁam;u nitlon, remenber that when God gives awa

€ gives thom to w polygamic nation, the monos
giuic famiiies being the exception, and few of thewn
Conpared to the poygamic, They were founideg
A the duys ol Iscacl, that W, of Jacob, He com-
mmenced (e wors and 16 wias eontinued in po.ygainy
watll thoy DEcane Very, numerosus, very great and
poweriul, witle here pnd there might be lound a
muuoganiie tanlly with only one wite. Now, U God
BAve Luws Lo people ol these mixed forms of wmar-
rlage i tie wilderness ol course He would adapt tl.8
laws Lo both clikses vl fumiblies. He would not shut
out e sowted  Instaace that could bo
picked up here and there of @ man having but one
wile, but he woultt adapt bhis [uw o the conditton of
whe Wwonogamie and polygawue forms of juarriage
throughout ad Israsl

But the reverend gentleman says in regard to
laws given for the reguintion of the mstitution, that
titey boar upon their fuce its coudemnativi, and re.
fers 1o the luws that have Leen passed In Parid to
regulale the suelal evil, also tha excise laws passed
I our country to regulace fntemperance, amd that
these laws  of regulstion seem to be cou-
delanatory, a4 he has expressed It poslilvely
to be couﬁemmtury of these crumed. Admit i,
When  the Pardsiane  have passed lawa  to
reguiate the sociul evil they bave denounced It
ad nocrime, Woen the lubablisuts of this country
bave passed lawid to regitute lntemperance they
have depouncid ttas a erime, and when God's Iaws
are givén, or even laws enacred by human legisia.
tion, they geuerally d2aounce the crime and nitach
penaliles ibereunio. When laws were given against
murder toe penslty was thiat the murderée should
diee. When laws were given to punisih the thiel and
the blasphemer amd the Sabbath brouker we fod
that they were favs of death. When the adulterer
was punished iv wis to be by stoaing him to death,
God then gave lawa o regulate thuse things i
lsruel,  But Lecause God Bas regulatedl many of
taese  great  wnd aboolosple crimes by law,
has he ool TEht Lo regulate that  which 18
good sued  morel ad well a8 that whieh s
Lnmorial ¢ For lnsance, God isstitated  the law of
clrewmeision and he gave lawas rogulaiing 16 shall
we tierglore say, aceording Lo e logic of tha gen-
tleman, that clrcimclsion was condgmnel by the
Liw of God beecause 15 was regulaied by e law of
God ¥ Why, that would be his logic. That would
Be the natural couclusion, sotording 0 the gontlie-
man's logle.  Again, wnoen God jistitased tho pass-
oyer he gave laws how they sbould condosl the
pasgover; doed thet condema the pussover as beilg
tnmoral becanse It was regulatod by faw ¢ Bui, (o
coie closcr liome, Godguys tws (o regulate the in-
suitutton ol mariage; docs that prove that nione-

atuy 15 condomued by the law ol God becanse it Ia
thus regalated :  Phal Kud of logle will iever do,

Wo now come, o, to thiat passage thas was
g0 often referred (0 lo lhe gentlemman's reply yester-
day aleraous, 1 was very gind to have Lhe genile-
min refer to this passages Tus law, according to
King Jauies’ translation, us we all heard Festorday
WILernoon, reads ke tils—*Neither gonll thou ke
i whie to her geer to vex her," &e. ‘That was the
law according to King James’ trunsaton, My
triend, together whi Ur. Dwsght, Dr. Bdwards and
sovernl other celebrated commentators, disngree
with that Wterpretation; and Aomenody (o it was
1 know not) has wuseried o the murging “Neitjer
shplt thoa take ome wie 10  another''—
in tie margin, recollect, and not in the exi. I 48
argoed thae tie nterprotition U1 e mergin st
e corvect, while Kiug Jaues’ trausllols must hive
been milstaken, Now, récolieet U the great come-
mentators tat have Lhug wilered Kiog Jaumes' teans-
lation were monogamiais, 8o were (e translalors
of the Bible. They were all mynogamists—mong-
{mrn sl contending fgainst Nonoganuists i regard
0 the troe transiation of tins passage. [0 s peen
wryued by my estesmed ond loaracd irend that the
ofigmal Hebrew slgoaties something lnerally dilere-
eab from thut wilclh 18 contaned W King Jawes'

translation, These are M8 words, as  will
be  fonnd In his  first sermon, or his  Eers
mon publisied st Washiogton, in the  Distoct

of Colwmbly, upon this  same  tung:—'But in
verse elgnteen the law agalnst polygay 18 glven—
deithier ahalt thoo teke & wile to her sisier,’ o, as
e margianl reading i3, “fhou shalt not take ons
srife Lo aaoviery' aud Wne rendering s sustaimed by
Cookson, Bishop dewell, Dr. Bdwards anpd  Dr.
Dwight,” four emigent monogamists, Acocording
fo D, BOWArds (ho words wiino i were transinted 8
wife to ber stsier” are found 1o the Heblew but
elght thnes, Now, I bhave not been favored with
these gutlorities; 1 have not had aceess 1o theol.
Here i these wmonnoaln wids 16 s diglealt to get
hovks *‘a cach passuge,'’ resuming his gquotation
from Dr, Newimnan's sciion, ey relet to loant-
ke gljecta;’ that is, In each ol the eght places
witere these words are 1oumd, 1 have searched tien
out in the Hebrew, and can refér you to the
chapter and verse wiere the e ght passaged
wre iound, and I don't know  how many
more; but 1t 14 sald by the Rev. Dr, Newman that
tiey are only fowwd elght times—reading again from
Dr. Newmai—"ln ¢ach passags they refer 1o lnanl-
mate obhjects, such ns the Wings ol the cherubim,
tenens, lrt-‘.lrl.{\m, %o, nnd glignily coupitog together
one Lo anotlier;’! a8 “Thou shall not take one wile
to another’—"ong to another,”’ kecsp that In
mind —+they denote the exncl ikeness ol oue thing
o another' ' —iat (8 Al true; we admit that—*‘and
here, therciore, as the macgin expresses i, foruld
the takiag of oue wile o auother,”  “Forbid It"'—
this 18 what we deny; and we have the hberty, ac-
cordlog to she acicles of  pgrecment  belore
ug, of going to the oviginal  [lebrew. And
what are the Hebrew  words that arce wsed ¢
Vitiateth  elahoteh, 10 tiekah—oNeliner  stalt
thou take o wis o hersister,”  Inat 18 e hiteral
transiatlon of that passage, Veishah beiug transiated
Swhie” Ly King James' iransition, i anoah beag
ransiated Y nee sster)” o braasiated  “ocitooer,”
awidl Jdkckah cshall thoa ake”  Have (bey givea &
Hteral transiationt Certaloly, Appeal to e He-
brew lexteon and you wul fad that the word f8ah
wecura bugdresds of twes in e Sible, and s trans.
Iated “wife,”  The word ahotah, transiaed by
King Jatnes' tran<lators o sister,” oceurs iundreds
ol Wmes 1o te Bilie, and 18 trauslated “slster,? But
re  these the omy  transiacdlons—ihe  on
renderingsr  On, nol  fzhak whea it s 1ol
fowed b ahot  has  ane.her  pendering,
When "w'lgu-" 15 followed by “sister’ wrere 15
snother roadering,  Wlat s it?  Isjueh 18 trnnsiated
done” amd aiot 14 tisusiated “apother,”  That |18
periecily correct when they occur togelber, waen
they wie coupled together,  We are not goiog 1o dis-
ngree with the *‘eullumm S0 (ar n8 theae Ltwo wonls
are coneeroed, Wigen used together they mean one
o abother,” ¢ Lelng tnsected betweesn them Lo sig-
wfy “ef—‘one to wnolber’” Bul then when yon
lave given them thits transiation 1 ask Dr. Newman
wned all lenraed people 1n the Hebrew langoage Lo
nnd any word 100 1 thal passage that ean be ren-
derml Cwife. 1t epntol be done; there 8 no sach
word in the oviglual, Woen you huve hy eonp
{hese two swords together and transladng one g
tigm  into  the English word “one,” and then
tranaitie that which 18 generally rendered “spstors”
uy tae  Bogidsh word “anotbes"” wiheredo you get
that aown represeadng “wile ' —tace one wile Lo
aiother, 10 cannot be fouind, gentiemen and tadies,
Thers s nothing In the pasiage whlcn warrnts o
double transiation of the same wond I the same
phrage, I wo render it wile' we cannot render
s'oue;” W wa reader It “sister’ we cannot aiso

ter,” Instead of “one to snother® Why shouln
there be anexceptiont Because they saw o peccssty
for it. There 18 this difference. in all the pas-
Biges—tle seven other passages where these words
oecnr (shat @ aliol-ah—wherevor ihess oceur we
find there s a noun preceding them—somethlng Lo
be eoupled toreiler—a noun in the nomingtive
case, to be joned sogether. For instance, lot me
refer you to the pass themselves so that you oen
hunt themn up. Exodos xxvi, 3, contains ishah el
ahot-adi o lwo placed. slgnifying the coupling to-
getherof curtaing, “one to another:” and the same
Yorme of the same thapter, ai 4 oo’ we have (ke
, Al §oora we have 1
ln-'ér of the cm'mma coupled together, joined to-
gether, “one to another.” The uoun la the poming-

Yyou find  that
ree¢ passages give the rendering of these sanie
words, “‘coupling the wings ol the cherublin one to
another’—the wings of the cberublin were to be
Joined “‘one to another.™ Then, in, go Lo the
third chapter of Ezekiel and the thirteenih yverase,
“amd the wines of the hiving creatave were to bo
coupled together,” but vothing ubont mortises and
tenouns In these Tnere may be other cases
overlooked by the v, Dr. Edwarda, Now, what
18 the liternl renderiug, supposing that we adiit
that the word {shah should be translated “one,”
anid the word ahot (sister) shouid be translated
“another? [ am wiling to® admit that the
words agree [n the seven other passages 1
riferred o, And what will be the mimuqn,anrf
of the admission? The mnﬂ:nw will be, wat Ir
they had & right to manofacture a word when
there was no original to sostain them iz that mana.
facture, 1 have the same right to manufacture
another word, 1f 1t 18 needful to do it, and les It read
thus:—** Nerther sualt thou ke oue slster Lo daother
to vex her during her Lifetime,”  And thut I8 really
the true rendermg, and that agrees with Kin
James's rendermg, shomng that It was 4 part an
portion of the law of consangulnity that 18 contained
m o grent numoer of the preceding verses about the
marriage between blood relationd:—'* Neithier ¢halt
thon take one slster to another to vex her during her
lifetime. " Now that acoords, you know, with the llea
of translating sshah ‘one," ana ahot *another,” 1
am willtng to admit ft. “But then,' says one, “yvon
have Lo manulacture the word ‘alster,’ aml U we
have have no right to manafao ture the word ‘wife’
You have no right on your to manufagture the
word ‘sister.’”  Very well, Let usses il we can get
a word from the nnﬁ{ﬁ;ﬂ by this trapsiation., Yes,
yes. There I8 some £ mow that will step in to
supply the place when we tranalate 1t according to
the real menning. What 18 thatt  The personal pro-
noun “her''—'*Neithor saalt thou take a wife to her
alster.” Where I8 that personal pronoun fonnd
in the original? It 18 & sulix attached to the
Hebrew word for sisier. It. reads ‘-alwtah,
slgmiying “her slater,” Now we all know whata
nonn neans; It means somnething that 1s used i
he siead of & noun.,  Now supposing we supply the
noon that this word represeénts, then it will read
thus:—*Neither shalt tnou take a sister's swter to
vex her Murnng her lifetime”—when we come to
restore the noun o place of the pronoan represented
by the Heorew letters ah atiached as o suilx to thp
noun afof, making it afnot-ah, Thus we see that In
expmming this subjecs we have found out that it is
8 law probibiting o marriyge o that aay between
the blood relatives of one sister to another. And
the reason |8 siated why It 18 thus given—‘'to
vex her,’" “Ah, whatt" says Dr. Newman, In
hs germon, “this certainly wouid 100K very strange,
aud, In , 2 ahsurad to suppose that glsiers mi.nt
gnairel; we may look for quurrels on the owner alde,
between wives that were not hlood relations; but
slaters would be very npt to live in great peace and
harmony wiili cach other," bBut what are the facta
1n relation to quarrels in fmiiles besween bloou re-
lations? Whnat are the facts? Go back to Oaln and
Abel. Who was 1t that spilicd the bloud of Abel? It
Was i blood relation, Do was 1t tihal cast Joseph
into the den to perish with hunger, and afterwards
dragged him forth from his den and sold hin as a
slave to persons that were teading through the voun-
try? 1t was blood relations that did Lhis, Among
biood relations thers was an enmity existing. .
Who wad 1t that slew the seven sons of Gldeon npon
one stoue? It was one of their own brotivwrs who
Lared men to do 1t.  Who waus 1t that rebellod against
David and caused him, with ail his wives, except
ten concubines, to dee out of Jerusaiem ? 1L was his
Biood relation, s son Absalom.  Who waa it that
quarrelied in the family of Jacob? DId Leah quarrel
with Biiha? Nota word of guarrelling, Dl she
%uurrel with Zilpah ¢ Nosuch thing m the record,
1t Kachel quarrel with eitner of the two nand-
malds? Not a word concerning the mattor; but the
guarrel secmed to exlst between the two blood rela-
ttons, Rachel and Leah; und the Lord seelng this
probably gave that comm.ndment in that day in
order to pui & stop to the marriage of blood relations,
between siater and skscer.

Now, then, hsv!n¥ effectually ansawered an ap-
peal to the original, T will dery not ooiy the learned
gentieman, buk all the world of Hebrew scnoiars, o
find any word whatsoever i the ovigival to bo
transiatel “a wife,” I the rendering be given that
14 glven in the wargin, . What beconaes of it thea?
Why, It taked i3 orginal posicton, and Becnose
thers 18 0o boul preceding e words “one to an-
other.” a3 there 13 an the other seven pasdages
wilere these words ocenr——

[Oone of Mr. Pratt's fitends sceing that he was
lkely to exhanat wll his time In his exeges.s of the
Hobrew, here whispered o s ear, |

Mr, Prasr—1 amoisformed that | have only fiftecn
minuies ety 1 was nob aware that 1 bad spoken o
guarter of that Wue 1 snadl bave Lo leave s sub-
Jeet and go on to another,

The nestsubject to wnich T will eall yoar .atten-
tlon very briefly 18 in regard to the unlimioed natoee
of the command which was given o (b various
passages whieh 1 have referred to 1oy drst re-
marks, 1o pan shall emier i aabds o e i gnall
Gt rape; Woa moan shal do s that or the
ourer tiligg, will any ong prefend Lo & ¥ thot a mur-
ried perdon s pot & man? If a warcied person 14 a
nLikl, theo it proves thal the law 18 geaseral, and i 1s
Bhie puis of my learned oppongnt to prove taat i is
not general. 1 am Hot obliged Lo wlier a passage Lo
prove something that 18 not asseried.  Let hihin
prove that it is ftmited.  Moreover, the passage was
glven ad dhe tound itlon amd priocipal law by winch
wil Llie cther, pasdages wete to be tried. The passage
Lisesl pas falled, wod thersiore all the other passages
st togeilier, unless theve 18 something else o be
found.

Ferhaps we may near in the answer to my remarks
the pussage of Seriptuce referred (o that the fuiure
King of isracl ghould nob mmwitlply wives 1o himsuir,
Tnat was @ luw, Now the word mult.piy, 1o is e
gued by & groat many opjrosed 1o polyguily, means
LWite one 14 two tiial medus muiipy Uand conse-
quently the fapure of jsrael must ok muilply tvo
wives, But vight (n bho same Conmecioi.ls o ewis
mand thot he shiall nob moliply norses 1o himselr,
Twice one horse 18 two norsss, Does this mean
tond the future Kibgda of Israel must oulf have one
hoiser  Why, according o that logie and loterprea-
tion 16 would mew U, But Wie very ddea 8 ridicu-
Joug, L6 siuws vers plainly tose the uture Klngs of
larnel  shindl oot muitigly them in excess, either
Iorses or wives, We lave no tme tw dwell npon
thal iy longer.

Woe will now refor to the case of Ruth anid Boaz,
Boaz represented nimsell n8 not being the nearcst
Kt  Vliere wis anothsd sy that was =ull nearer,
aaid e vappuned to be Luw brokher of Boaz, He
jrobably wad the oldest, aid couseguenily 1t was
{na right. Josephus Leils us, acoording o tie learued
gentleman, (hat tie persoi Who Wis ol nearest Kin,

rooaLly the oudest brother, Was o marred man.
guppusmu we admit it, ald not his broter Know 1L ¢
Wuy, then, suoull be represeal him as being the
pearest of Kin and tnat he nad therignt before him?
Aud even this other brother acanowledges lus
right. A married man ackuowiedgliug Bis right!
o shon and redeem my righte 1 have w rigli to
take ner, bui I am alraid ol narcyiug my laberi-
tance. Go thon and take my right." 'Tiis, then,
wiih the assistuuce of Jusepliug LO CATTY ud Tigit,
proves that wmarried men were obilged Lo comply
with the law, We bave no further time to examing
that passage, We shall now examine the pussage
thit 18 contained in Matthew 1 regard to divoice,
and alzo in Malseht.  Fov the Lord, by the month of
Malaciu, uformed 08 thiat the Lotd bateth hlin Wwito
putteth away the wife of lis youth, aud gives the
reason why the wile shioald not be put awiy. Not
8 word said aboul polygamy. Bub ticre |8 a certain
TOREON iven L thal pussaze 1o sow Liab tive wile
must not be put eway; sl what 1810y That ‘4o
the begiunlog god created one” Whatjor? ln
order that Adam  might not be alone, without
any helpmect, without 1he possibie power of
imcrease, die Lond, thereiore, made one in order
tha. ho wight vegin te work, Aund that one was
never 1p be givorced. It was boue of his bone and
flexlt of s tesn, and could oL be put away; ahd
cunsequenty ir was 4 condenmation of those who
underiook 1 those days Lo divoroe ther wives,

Come o Maitiew. Jesus there gives o law re-
speoling wivorce; Ltaat Lhey should not put away
Ll wives [or auy other cause Lhan that of foruice-
tion aud take aunoiner; for i they did they woald
commit aduliery. Now, Josus says, In the fith
chnprer ol Maltiiew, ifiat the patilgr awdy of tie
WG clnges ler (o ot aduivery. ¢ the hus-
band 18 0 confederate, and il be causes nis wihie (o
cointult adutery ke 15 guily bimsel!, the sune a4
& i that assisis aoolner ino macder.  Now,
pas the adulterer any right Lo tak: anoery
No.  Mas he o cigit to take even oas wife? No; he
has no right. Why?  Beoause s right 8 to be
stoned t death; his right 13 o v ponlsned with
death ior s adultery,  Consequeatly, U the aduai-
terer Bas no right toeven Le Lsell e cortainly has
0o righighy tiie iaw of God Lo s wite, L may oe ur-
gued that the erime 18 nol in putting away, but it s
10 taking nuother, 1 argue that it s ooth toge-
ther—one crime added to another,  But this has uo
applcntion, then, to 6 min who keeps his wile, re-
Wi et and @l Uhe ssme tine inkes another. Now
the lnw of Gou that | have referred Lo, In Lavitlens
xvitl., 1%, shows that poiygAmY Was n exisieace;
DUt 1 was required vy this law to be Kept within the
cire.e of thuse whn Were not Mood reiations,

“Duly of murtiage”—I will refer to that; sorry
that & wave not more time, The words “duty of
miarriage’’ occurring in Uhe passage, *0 & man shall
ke anotiier wifie," &e., 1 the flest e says,
“Her rood and her raiment and hier duty of marriage
fre ahall not dyaini=h, "' Now whal 40es Uhs mean,
“lue daty of marrlage.” 1t is something more than

Bavred L ure i the thoological Institution ol
Yale Colloge.  Go aud read what he says upoa ihe
snbjest, and he will tell you, upoa pag: 1o of Hus
losloon, that  the ‘uly of martiage"” meaus
cubatitatlon; her food awl ralment apd  the
duty of cobabitation he shall not  diminish
What ¢ Al uniarcied woman a betrotlod woutan ¥
God command an undimiisied eobabltation wilkh
one not warriedt Can any one delleve this for a
moment? By bo menns, The person was previously

married, we have the weknowledgment by lr,
Newman that the second person  (RR6 Wus
takea s acknowledged as the true wife, Here,

blen, We luve Lhe true wiie und (he Lovd gave laws
e Log it

‘here ke many other passagea that 1 would be

il 10 reler W would time pecut,  Let me state [

wve o moment’s thme lelt, fer 1o Hosea. 1 want
all of you when you go home to rend the secund
clipter of Hoseg, and you wil find that lustemd of
Hosca having divorced Dis tirsc wie of wuorslome
Defure 1Ak ng the adulierssy, tiat there 18 1o siel
thing recorded in tie ohipler. The Losd tolls
Ho i to go und speak to s brethren, not 1o s
Bons; L0 bis sisters, nol to Wis damgliter, and (o speak
to them sl bsl them what He the Lord will do;
tuat be will not acknowledge Lbens o8 wives—
nol  seknowledge  them I el capacily;
the word of the Lord concerping lsrael, of which
Lhuse LWo wives should reprosent their whoredoi,
tnelr abumination aod ther wickelnes.  Lhsl 8 all
the tlme we nave left for that passage,

Haviug di-cnssed the suoject o fur wo leave it
now 1o all canlid persons,  Here b4 the law of Goil,
here s Lue command of the Most Ligh, geueral Lo i
natare and not baited, or If be Hmited 1t caunol e

roved to be st No w agalost W, but b staods iy

mimovable as the Koek of Axes and, will stand wien
the Beavens and Lhe earin pass awey; lor 1L Wa
law that was bludiog apon ancient lsoael, (Projes.
Hur Fratt's hour nai now expired )

CONCLUDING ARGUMENT 0F Dil. NEWMAN,

B:. Nevman theu came [orward aod sposc as fol-
lows:— .

REAPECTED ITMPIRRS, LADIRS AND ORSNTLRMEN—
I haa heard Sr:nr Lo 1y gouling to your ¢ity that my
dutingulsned oppouent was  cininent 16 mathe-
npiticd, and cectaluly his display to-0ay confiring
that repuwation. Uanfortusately, nowever, le is In-
correct in his statemenid,  Fuat, he wssomes tha
the slaying of the mule chdren of the ldebrews was
continned through eyghty years, He has Talled
to produce the proois to-day. This was s

He assumes th,  Where 18

s Aaillh.:r i th the  Bible h(.w “lu
ul un & cal prove that Lhe

destruedon of the mwale chudren weﬁt on for eighty
years, then | say that s argunment has uo more
foundation than a vision,  Then he mukes anotbey
Dlunder. The 804,500 wen above IWEULY yoeurs of
p?’e mentioned lu this case were moen tu go W War,
ey were not the total male population of the
Jewlah paton. Aod yoi my msbiematical friend
Blituds here Lo-aiy and declares tuas the whole maue
opulation above tweuly yenrs of age consisted of

3,000, Wieread it 18 a fact that thid numoer does
nol inclmde all the males,  Thew, again, with rofe-
_Tence to the 22,275 drst born, ‘ils does not
represent the namber of (mnilles 1o fsrael at
thut thoe, for many of the frst porn were
dead.  These are the Ulnnders the gentleman bas
made (o-day; aud 1 chalienge him to produce facts
w the contrary, and prove that oe 14 not gullty of
ngsing these uuwerical bundors, Lhen, be denies
the assertion macde yeasteoday what there goubl not
be Drought furvard more than oue of tWo 1skinces
of polygamy ln the nisiory of lsiael from the tuoe
the Hebrews left Egypt to the tims ey enterel
Caal Has he disproved that?  How bas he at-
templed to disprove it?  He haa attempted to dis-
prove it by & matoemailcal problem, whicl 18 baed
on error: his preaused are wrong, and therefure s
conclasion I8 lalse.  Why did e oot turi to Kin
James’  translatlon? 1 owul heip  bim W A
oue polygamist—caleh, Why did ne not speak of
Caleb, gad then go ou sud give us nAWE [OF name
and date 1or date of any other polygalust recorded
iu the story o the Jews while they were in the
wldernesa!  Ldles and gentemen, he had none 1o
give; and, therefore, tio assordon mode rvmll.ardu_r
15 trne, nomey, that during e sojourn of the ¢hil-
dren of Israel 1o the wilderoess, there s but gae bi-
slunce of polygumy recorded,

Now we come to the 1aw as lald down yesterday—
UNeither shait thon taike one wife to aunother, 7 1
réamrm that the translation in the murgln s pectect
toa word, ke laburd w show that God does not

mean what he says, That plivase, 'Oue wite to an-
other," may be egually readered, *One Wolal 10 fs
otuer,’’ or, *One wile 0 her slster.”  The very same
glu‘am s naed W other seven passages naaaed
I, Dwignt.  For example, Exolus xxvi., 3;
frekiel 1., 8 and 8o forth. o aduwts the translae
tlon in these passeges to e corveet, I0 the transla.
Lion 18 eorpect 10 these passages why 18 1L not gor-
rect In the other passage! HI4 very adoussion
huocks to pleces hig aroument, Wiy, then, docs he
labor to crente the iupression that the eorew word
i8ha, lna:uu.uf woman’ or twie!! I4 not o the
text? Whio bs the object of the travall of his soul—
to bring forth whatt The word aZof, he says,
means “siater.’  HBut “stster” Wsell 19 8 word wiich
mea s @ specitlie relation snd n generic relation,
Lyery wouian I8 o slster to every other woman,
and 1 chalienge the  gentleman 10 mees e
O paper at any e o the newspapers of your
olty, or elsewhere npoa the Hebew ol Lhia texil, |
rewidirm i in the hearing of these learned gentle-
e, rewiiruae e ths hearkng of these Hebralsis,
Ll winnt b2 stated in the margin is the rce renders
g, nismely, Caetther shalt thou take one wile unto
noolner.'

BUt supposmg tnat 18 incorrect. rermit me, he-
fore | pass ouy Lo vl you of his fact. —<To con-
Sraet g argument e oreferred, 1 think, in s
specel, to the muargin.  The wargln was corregt
then and there, bus it (8 not correct now and here.
1t 43 a pour rule that will not work bouh ways—cur-
rect whien e Wwails o quois it the margin, bug
oL correct wion 1 want to quote fiom the marglo,
He ser e thy example, and I followed Mis iius-
Lrions cxXamrple,

But now, my Iriends, supposing that the tegt
menns just what be says, namely—"seither sl
thou take a wile nubo Ler sisier to vex her,' sup-
poslog that 18 the renderlog, and ne agsects @od o
14 0 Hebraist) thet that 14 the meaniug, I argued
yestoodag, wud prodaged the prool, that this iw of
Moses 15 not kept by the Morimons—n other words
1618 violated—here, ‘Inele are meén In your very
st wio have oarried sisiers, Where wos the
£ ntlemnn’s goiginn adennncistion of the vioiaton of
God's law? Why did he not 110G up his voioe to vi-
dleate the Divide law ¢ Bual not 4 solitury word of
dlzapproval 1s uitersd Ly hbn. Yeaterday he pro-
nounced g oarse—"unrsed 15 he thst conformeth not
to the words of this law todo thenn! Dues not the
eurse fest upon b nod upon s peopler 1 gave
him the Doerty w choose whether Uns texi con-
deiined polycamy, or whether it condemned @ nan
LLAREY DG Lwo sisiers,  He blmsell ook I8 cluoice,
The two boros of tie dilemma arg before . For
L SOKe Ol #aving polygay be 2tands up heve Lo e
presence of Almueny God and s hely angeis,, and
Letore thny intelligent congregation, and adolts that

In this  churdt, and with this people, God's
holy law 14 set al  dellance! hal  respect,
therefors, cau  we  have  for the  genilo-
man's  argusent,  drawn  from  the tewulungs

of Moses, In sapport ol polygam,; ¥ He refers us Lo
e mnitiplication of horsas, [ suppose the King
might hove one horse or two hors ss—thece 15 no
apecial rule as to the number of horses which e
light hive; but there 13 a spectil rulo as o the

wives!! God In the bezinming gave the dr-t man
one wife, and Cnrist and Panl sustalned tha law as
uddingg upon us. Bui now sappose thil Ligs 15 not
aceepted w8 o law, what then: Why there 18 uo
Hmit to the namber of wives, How many shall a

mun  leve? seven? Twenly? Filtyd Bixiy ?
One hundreedy Why, they somewiaers quole o
@ that 40 om0 mun forsakes s wile

1o &hl! bave an handread,”  Aceording to that he
ought o go on forsaking, for, i1 he should forsake
an huodred he will have ten thousand, and o he
should Torsake ten thonsand Be will Dave 40 many
more n proportien, and it is his business to go on
forsaking; and that 15 in the professor’s book called
sthe seer” Why, such & man woukd ' Keep the
Almighty husy ercating womeun (or him. (Laugnter.)

1regeet very much that 1 had not Hwe to notiee
all the ponts whica have beea brought forward, |
desired 1o da §o, 1 plead for more tne, my riends
plemd Tor more time, but tmne wos denied a4 § &,
tierefore, restiwted to au hour, Now | propose 1o
follow out the lue of argnwent wiich | wuas
pursiing yesterday when my Wme ecxpiesd.  And |
[.lroims\: to npply e great law brongit ivrward yes-
terday—="Neither shatl a man wke oae wie unto
anotper”  And In doing lll? we call your aitention
Lo the sact that m the Biode There are oy twoenty-
five oF thirty spectl recordsd cases of polveamy all
told, oul ol the thousands and moloas of the people,
I say only twenty-five or thirty special recopded
cases il tolil, wilch I"'U:"'EJ Liats of our day ciann
I support of e posidion. 1 propose to take op
hall & dozen or 80 of Lhe Most promipent enses, and
In 40 dotig Lahall divide the tme o 1w o period—

belore the aw anil alter the law, Flrst 1w up
Abrabam., It 18 sssorted that e was G
polygamist. [ deny t. Taere 14 na  prool

that Abraham  was guilty ol pivgamy. What
arethe fuers ¥ When hie was ealled by the almilguly
to bethe founder of & great mation, then e prom -
I8¢ was given to him that ne should have o e
ous posterity. At thal tiine he was o monofamist;

he had bai one wife, the mnoble Satal, SIX joars
passed and the promise was niet Tuliibed. Then
Sarah, desirimg to hedp the  Lovd o keep His own

promise, brought her Bgyptian mald Hagar and of-
fered e w8 & subsiitute lor herscil o Abralisn,
Mind you, Abraham ded not g afer Huggar, ot
sarah produced ber as her substitute. Toviiedintely
after the act was  performoed Saral  diseoy
sli, and =all, “My wirong be apon (hee; | ha
mitied =i, bot Datd it dor thy saee, and Lhe

the  wroug that  © have committed be wpon
thee,” And then look ot the subssguent faots
By the IMvine command this Lavptian gl

Wwits sent away rom the abode of Abrahain, Wis sent
away by mulual eonsent of the husbaod wid the
wile, and by the Divine command, 1t 15 sald that
slie was rocognloed, Never as the wis of Abeata,
You caunot prove it lrom the Biske, Dat 1L 18 sald
Vat sie was protiiscd & aumerouas posie Ly ; that s,
by prediction. 5o, siso, It was foretold that h-
mael, hor fon, should be o wild man—'fils hand
ARRINNL every MAn and every Toan's Baodl agasnst

hun," Does tuat asily ael in being @ robuver

number of wives—‘Nelticer shall the King uaiciply |

clght years before lis death, and the
twenty-ive to thirty years old, 'Tnerefore this vene-
rablo patriaren stands forth a8 & monogamist and
L0 A4 o polygamist,  (Manifestations of dissent,)
Thoeo we come Lo [ case of Jacoh, and what are
the facts In regard t himy Broaght up in the
panct ty of monugamy, after having robbat nis
hrother of his birth igit, afiee huving L lis old
biind tather, then he stewls away wod coes o Paden
Avnun, andl there he falls in love with Rache, but in
his bridal bed he fluds Kachol's sister, Leat, Ho
did not snter puly{uul yoluntartly, but e was lm-
oaed upoi. Ay e I{id laken adviuiage of tue
linilness of Ll fatuer Lo impese npou bim, #o alo
he was lmposed upon LALRD I the dark-
neas of the night.  But [ hold this to be® trne
that Jacob 18 nowhere rogarded a8 o satntly
man prioe W bis  conversion at the Jabhok,
Alter trat conversion then nOf appears o a
sulutly character, (t 18 & remuraatee fact thatv
ducob lved 147 vears all told, cighty lyve of which
lie lived betore be bovame o polyganiist,  He hived
LWenLy-twa  yeara In polygamy. Me lived forly
yearsafier he had abandouel polygamy. S5o Loat
ouL OF 147 yeurs there were only Lwonby-Lwo  yeurs
duriog wliet he had apny connect.on with poly-

gamy.

I wish my frlend had referwed to the case of Moses,
In his seroion on celastial marrage e clilms thnt
Moses wis u polygammtst, aud ue deciurss that the
leprosy that wina seut upon Miriam wad & punish-
Tent lor hey lnterierence with the poiyeemie Wi
ringe of Moses, What are the fucts:  There 18 no

were | rom

record  of & second  mariiage,  Zipporah
Is  the ouly name givenm 1o the wie
of Moses, Ou whal, then, 15 his wssertion made

Sumply thia:—10 18 recorided thut Moses wis contint
Lo dwell with Jethro, and he gave Moses Zipporal,
Nl dinoghiter,  Josephus speas of two daugliters
belonging to Jethre, and distictly savs he gave
Moscs one,  In Nulabers, xil, 1, 06 8 sadbl—And
Mirkwoe and Aavon apoke egiiuat Moscs, because of |
the Liiopian wowmwan whowm he had married; for ha
hau married an Elbloplan woman” Now It el
nrmed that two womnen ave heve mention d, whercas
noliiog can be more trae than that Zpporan and
tno Etbloplgn woman are ouo and jdeutical. It
a8 the same person called Ly different names,
Let us see;  The fuller of  Zipporad  was
tie priest oo Midiag, sod aceording Lo tie besy autho-
riles Midlan aod Ethlopi are Lieatical terms, and
SPPLY to that portion of Aralia where Jetiro Hved,
Bo (e pppellation Midwn, Buiopis and Araola are
applied to the Arablan pentnsula,  (See Appleton'a
Amertcan Eneyelopaedia,) There Moses siamls out;
Moses, e Jewish 'awEiver, stnds forth 08 & nono-

and this reution ts iy risted under tie thgare of m
rlige, design of this m(t;re I8 tosnow that
hellever Decomes one with Chivist: and (e

explaing. in reproo’ of (e Collnthinns
-
i

=

lng with wolators and atdalterers, that

mn‘ lh{nﬁmu:mélnm}. ety
nﬁ ! 0 thet if 6 man bas mar-
ried a 3—- b BImply colabits with bt {2 moge

ried ton harlet—he becomes ideatical wih her, op
in osher words, “‘one fesn,"

There 18 a u‘:;ro which declares, YA bl.llhu%
then, must be Ll eas; the hisbawd of one wile,
It 1% neserted (DAt he must have one wile anyhow,
Auid g8 many more a8 he pl . It 1§ ¥
that this very eaution Indicates the prevalence of
!mlmm 10 that day: but no proof can be brounght
o thear that polygamy prevalled exteasively at o
time,  On the contrary, | s prepared to prove b

olygamists were Dot adinitéed @ato the Christian
‘hnireh, tor Paal lays down this posiidve command,
“Let every man bhave his own wile, sind lel every
woman have her own busband;” so that, It you say
thit former apolies to the priest, 1 say the jatter ap.
rllol to the lnyman: and what 18 good for the priest
# good for the lnyman, ang pice porsa.

low often 18 v a-serted Lere tlat monoge
came from the Greeks and Homans. But look
the paipsole contradiction in the assertion. It e
nscerted that m my came lroim tuose natons,
1t 14 also asserted that polygumy Was Universal at
the thine of Christ and His aposties. The last asser-
tion 18 made to prove that poly) (518 were ad-
mitted luto the early Cheisilan Church. Now,
MoROERIY Chie Irom the Greeks and Romans then

olygany could not bave been universolly previ-
ent, for it 18 wdmitted that at that tine the Romaog
helsd uplversa  sway, and where they heid univers
sal sway there their laws prevalled, and the two
Atatements cannot be reconclied; Now we come to
the words of Chrlst—Mattnew v., 27-24; xix., 5-8;
and Mark x, 1i-12, Al that time, when the Saviow!
Wi isconrsing with the Pharisees, as recorded n
Matthew xix., tie Jews ware diviisd as to the In-
terprevation of the law of Moses touchiug divores,
which saye, 1 & oen bhaith ken o wise and mar-
ried her, widd (E come to pass that e tad oo favor
n his ey ed beeguse he huth fonnd some nncleannesn
In her, then et bim write hee a bl of davoresment, '
Upon the meaning of the word “unclesnwss"" the
Jews ilfferad, Bome agresd with the schiool of Rabibl
el tn the oplnon that o man wight divorce his
wlle for the slightest gffence, or [or no offence
wt all, i he found another woman wh
deasad im betters  but the  sclool of Rabh
slammal - el thar  the  ero Ctuncleanness'”
meant moral delinguency. The Pharlsees came
o Christ hoplng to iovolve fm in this con-

gouust, having bub eue wile,  Serely the touuder of
# polyzamic nation, ad thess gendemen claim, the
revenler of the polyguoile luw, s ners asserted,
surely he shonld have set tho exampie. He aloold
have bad A dozen or a huodred wives, But the son |
of Jochicbed, Who wWad & mooosantist, stauds forta |
850 burming reprool ol poiygamists o all genei. |
tons,

Now wo coms to Gldeon; and what about this
mant Al angel appeared Lo i, that i« true,  But
I the praciice of poyaaiy by Gldeon (5 & law lor us,
then the praotice of olaiey by Gidson b wlso o low,
1f thern is sileuce inihe Blule ouehlog Wie polygum
of Gheon, there 19 also sllence 1n the Bible tonciig
Bus Ido'iiry, and I the one 18 sauctioned 50 niso 18
the ot her.

1 wish my friend had brought ap the case of Han-
nah, the wie ol ElRaual, 1 ean prove 1o a Jdomons
stration that Hanoah was the frst whe of Elkacah,
bt biing arren Bikanal tskes another wile; buo
Hannal, 1o the puxtety o her heart, plended to Cho |
Almlghty, and God honored her wotheriomt by
auswering her prayer. It 18 asked, “I4 not tis a
BABCUOD of polyguiy ? Noj @ Bancion ol monogany,
becunse alie was Lhe (rst wile of ERapab; aud be-
cause Filkanah had been gality of nideity aod
marrled another wife, wWas that any resson why
liaunabh sheuld not fm'm her rights from bign
Leaven, and why God should not answer er prayer ¢
Do you ask me why she dld oot pray before? Can
you tell me why lsaae did not pray tweoty years
Boouer for his wile Lebecon Lot she might have
ciiidremt 1 cannot tel), pur can you, All that Lassert
iR, that Aannalt wis the rst wale of Elkanal, nnd
God honored and blessed the beputiful Sauuel,

Then we come to Davel,  Why oud not wy friemd
Lring up David, the great warrior, King aod poet,
rilar of lsrnelt He might have mentloned ubn,
with ten wives all told,  He might also hnve wen-
tioned nim as an udulterer, and commitiiug a pre-

| advaniage of the op

| refers to the

troversy, but he dechined,  Yet the Savieur, taklag
rtunity, gave them a discourse
And ln discoursing upon marriage he
oririnal lnsutution:—*Hive ye pot
recd that He witich made them at the beginning
mude them male and female'  And thus He brin
out the greal luw of monogamy. Grauiing that the
allusion isnetlental, never:heless {U s all-important,
as falling from the lips of the great Master,
1 was ahallenged to show that polygamy 18 adal-
tery.  The gentleman cnalienged me, and [ will now
rocesl to prove It As wdoliery 18 distingulshed in
eripturs m whoredom &pad fornication, 1t 18
roper to ascertatn the exaot weaning of the words
a8 used by the seeved writers, The word trun=lated
twhoredom!! |8 from the Helrew verp 2anah and
the Greek pornefa, and means pollution, defllement,
lawduess. or, In common pariance, prostitatlon—
rostitution of the person for galn,  “Fornfeation®
& from the sanic words and _ sigmtles eriminnl sex.
mal knterconrse without the formalitles of marriage.
Anultery ie from the lebeew word saeplh and the
Greek word miofcliela, and 18 the eriionl inter-
conrde of A marcel woman with any  other m
than per hosband, or of a maroed man wilth any
other wonan thon his wire, This I8 indicated by
the philologieal <temifleance of the term “aduite-
rate, " eomnonnded of two wordd meaning “'to an-
otper,” as the mivture of pure and lmpare Hguors or
of an alloy with pure metal,  Adsiterer is from tho
diehrew  naaph and the Greek molchos,  whieh
neans ag above.  The materisl guestion to ba
gettled {8, (4 the Hebrew word naaph and the
Greek world maedchos, or molchein, contined to the
eriminnl sexual luterconrse hetween o man, married
or unmarried, and o married woman? This |8 the
theory of the Mormon polygnmists. but I join 1ssue
with them and gssert that” the Seriptares leach Uist
adultery 15 eommitted by a married man who has
acxunl Intercourse with & woman other than his

0 MArrige.

meditated and obe of the wost cold blooded murders
o record, and slmply to cover up Lis erime of wdul-
tery. How oiten do you hear quoted the wouds:—
vAnd 1 gave thy master's wives nnto thy bokemy™
18 thus an w?rwnl of polygamyt I you will redd
on you will od that God B0 (romses wogive lus
Davi's) wives to anather, and shat goother shon!d
Le with them in the slght of Lhe sou. Surely, Il gus
18 the approval of polygamy the other 14
the approval of rebellion and incest,  David lved to
b seventy ve years old. He was twenty-seven
years of ags when he took bis drst wike, aivl for the

] next forty years we Und biunm complicated with the

| law of Moses in Levitieus xvill, 18—

| otion aod i gs e

evils, eriines sl sorrows of polygaiy, and then the
oldgian, seelng [ great aln, thoroughly reponted of
10 Al put it away from Wim, and for the last eigit
verrs of his Lfe endenvored Lo glone, as best o
could, for his tersibie and gullty expertence. Aud
what ol Solomon, wio wis the greatet polyrami-t
sl had w thousand wies ¥ Do ihese gontlemen tell
me  that Holomon'd  gresiuess  was prodicted,
and therefora Iys polygumic birlth approved wiud
his [nul.\'ﬁ'uml-; matringes a8 approbaied @ 1 ocan
remind thewm of ihe fact tiat the jaiure grealoess of |
Cnrise was foretold; but the loretelddig oF dhe greats [
ness of the Lord Jesus was not an approval of the |
betrayal UY Judas and the crucilxion by the Jews; |

Liss 0f Solomon ki approval oo the polygiauie chas
acter of his biet L sapposed e geiblemin ou s
occasion woull have relervell o g W o1 Dise
tardy wnd have saud that af iy doctrioe be true then
Solomon and otbers were bastards,  We could lve
wisised that he had prodoced th ot point, Mo did ae-
ciare In this temple pot fong sinee (e I loneh-
ing bustarly—that g basined should be brauded with
iy 10 e teotl gonetailon, Bl iu s ploin that
i las misunderstoud the law respecting baswards
a4 eontalned in Deuteronomy XXk, & 1 s ovident

pelthier was the mere loretcifag of tie fature great- ‘

wife, Now, ean It ba proved that the sin of adultery
{8 committed by 4 married man having carnal con-
peetion with s woman who & neither married nor
betrothedt  First, the Hevvew word naaph, trans-
fared in the seventh commaniment “adaitery," does
inctude all oriminal sexual lotercour-e, 1t 19
A generle  term, and  the  whole nclides
the parts, It 18 lke the word SR
e the sixth commandment, which inclndes all
those passions and emations of the human soul that
leadd o murder, such ns  jealousy, covy, muliee,
harred, révange. So thils word acaph includes
wlioreaom, fornication, adultery amd even salacial
last, The terms “adultery™ pmd “fornteation’ are
uged mterchangeably by our Lora snd mesn the
game thing. A marcied woman copu'sung with &
man other than hee hosband I8 admitted to be
mdulitery: bul Christ eal's the pet fornheation, and
this 18 the ighest aotbor iy that we can belng lor-
wird, Thhdly, the carnal counectton of & Mman
with ao umgacel=d woman 18 positively declared
mluitery,  fn Job Xy, 20, 1118 expressiy snld that
the aoniterer commnite is erime with the barren
and the widow, “He evil en'r=1leih the barren that
penreth not and doeh not good 1o the widow ' and
In Psadab vt e b gt the sdulterer commita
his sin with the whore (lansh 18 the word)—But
draw near nither, yesons of the sorceress, the seed
oi e mdatterer and the whore” Therefore 1 con-
clude that, frum the seventh commandnwnt, from
the common meaning of adultery and tormication as
piven by Chrtst, snd from Job and ladah, that the
terin meaph eompreliends 0l the modifications of
thiet erime down Lo Lhe salacke lust Chal o loaa inay
foel lu hils soul for & wuan, ’

Hut it may be asked, i (his I8 40, then “Why does the
Moswie law mention e marcied Wotnate alid nol the
unarried worsn " We deoy thot such & dmncg

a

| X ok

from story that the terin DS not alwiys becn the | :llml'll r‘m 9'11':;:;;1 ““‘F; _r‘;" ‘ﬁ:}:::‘ul"gn avaT, lk?!-t
paine.  With us 4 basiard 15 one bori out of wed- ull?-h“ : P l:lunuu-r'-- e P m1n'if;g’w'o-
10eK—tlat b4, onog monice malrimony. At Athens, | h l‘{l bat . H. ailal  {ORRODS i\’llu'l wers
In the duys of Pericles, 1o the Hith century begre | MU, L ToE Spbd oy .

Chrtat, mil were deciared bastarls who were ool clul-
dren of native Atheninns, We here assect o-duy
that the gentloman cannot bring forward o low from
the sk Gf Jewish laws to prove that o ¢l borp
ol adew nod Jewesd, whethier married or not, wus
a baslard, Toe ooly chtld rocosnlzed as n bastard
by Jewish law was wehtld bora of & Jew and a pa-
gan woman, Therelore the objectlon talis w the
ground, wnd Solvmon and others, who were not to
e ior te eharacier o thelr Lirth, are exone-
Tabisil,

The geometrical progresston of evil n (s system

larnel—sanl, David, Bolomon.  Saul Lad o wile and
A coneatbiun, two wmen; bavid had ten, solemon
o thousatd, and 1 broke the Kiogdom wsanider—
God say s ib—Tor that very canse.  Solomon had mil-
tiplied nis wives Lo Such nn extent Lhat they had not
only ied mm aaray from God mio idolatey, but tie
very costiine s of bls harem wis a burden upon e |
peopla (oo Heavy (v then o bear. 1§ sadd e other
duy that polytamy might do for Kligs aid priests,
{or nubohs, but would not do for puor oo, L cusls
100 maen, and the peoaple dre taxed too mel to S0 p-
port the harem, (Scugation.) Anl you bring lorward
thege [ew cases ol polygasoy,  Niane e, I yon
please, Lamech, e murderer; Jagolb, who decetved
A okl Wi Gather wid tobied bis brother of hils
biviheighe; David, woo seducel suother waa's wiie
g mordored Chat man by putidog o e ront of
the bwdtle, gnd Solomwon, wio taraed Lo be an laola-
Lor, Thise are some of the polyguini=is.  But now et
me call the roll of honors There were Adun amd
Faoch, s Noab, sad Abrilai and 1sane aod Moses,
nid Aaros, and Josiiua, sod Joseph, wod Semuel,
wind all the prophets, and all the aposities,  You are
wecnstomied o hoar {romw thia sacred place that all
the patpacchs, sod all the Kiugs, amd all the pro-
pheis were polygamista, | nssert 1o the coutrary,
wndd these groat wad eoonaent men Waom 1 hiave just
enuowsl a8 belouging o the roll of bouuy were
T Al sts,

Yeaterauy the gentlemnn gave me three ehalleuges, |
He challegget me to shiow that the New Tesliuuent l'
condemns poivgamy. | noew procced o do it |
guote Paul’s words, T Corlntinaus vil, 2 and 4—
winvevertholess to avold JTornleation Jel every man
have ks own wile, and et eévery woman
have her own husband, “The wile hath pot power
of her own body, oot the hugbagd, amd Nkewise also |
the busboamd hath pot power of his owno body, fut
tho wity,” Sarviage is the remedy aguinst Tornica-
atyeet oF the chapter.  Such 14 !

the opinlon of i
Lauge il others,

of tius evil, atd  eowmands, Lol every taan hiive
s own wide and et every wolnan have her owa
Busbaads? that s, det bhe man have s own peca-
I, proper, approgoite wile, and e wile her owa
pecallar, proper, appropoiaie bosbund. o tils
there (8 mulual appropriaiion and excluslvencss of
vight., And thes commant of Puul agrees with the

Nelther shalt
oand the two we
e for monognoay

thou take one wiic unto anuther,
one statute, clenr aud unquestionat

WO Rnst  paodygany . The apostic  tescies
the reciproctl duties of the busbend and tbe
wile The exclusive vight which e gsserts

in verse our 18 motmel.  Toe force of the wrms
ecoveto (s and (done (own) @8 cogunl. They have
the foree of one equivatent, A différence in the
forde of the s would destray the soalogy of the
Avglaent, ks RGY OUer idea
PuguAAl o e wssertton W verse four, o thad
verse it s distineuy anirmed by the term somoios,
oF *net o =t e dn the same senset—tiat wie
Lusiand has excladive power over the body of his
wife; so s Wie whie ¢ ehlusive power over fue binly
of her husbaud, 1t 8 universaily adugtied tiat
Lhis passage proves (he exciusive right of the bus-
bund  to ot wile; by padity 1L wiso  proves
thie  exgiusive right of e wife to the
hushand,  These relallens Rie mutonl, ana I
& husband can  chum an  whole wife, the
wile cau clatm a whoie tushand; she has just as
Ho0d B gl to o whole Busband a8 e hes e right
W oa wiole wite, ln l Covintulans vi., 1615, 1t 18
recorded, “Knpow ye not thist your bodies are the
wemberdol Cheist:  Studi & e, take Sie wmem-

ark, Heury, Whithy, Oishausvn, |
One  great evil prevailed fn |
Carkuih, 0 communnnity of wives, widch e aposte |
here calls forpleatiom. Sk Faul sirtkes al the veey toot

| federal constitution, (o practice polygamy, :

|l:rmid s he s that we bave reiglouns iherty bered
| 1 rejoles that o man can worstip God witer hig own
' {lmitation 18 uo.
i loss applieable W religons fberty than 1w 15 o thea

would Lo wholly re- |

those rensons, The deslgn Was L0 preseree the gene-
alugys parentage suwd bivte of Chitst fom futerruns
tlon and contuslon, which was in mwlnenl danger
where lntercourse with a married woninn was  hd
by @ man other than ber busband; bol oo such dan-
ger conkd arkse from the intereonrde of w marvied wan
with an unmarcied woman,  Bat thest temporry
and speeml Liwas passed  away when Chirlst came.
Under the Jewish dispensation e thar cohatdted
Wit Womnn other thnn s wile wis respousibie
to God for the violation ol the seveutl comiainl-
ment; the womian wiss glse respoasibile w God for

s | the violatlon of the sevouth contnndment and thig
of pulygumy I8 seen L the Grst three kg of |

gpecial inw. Now both the sman amd the woman an
equally responsibie to God lor the vielalwl of thy
commamiment, Y

BUL you suy i this be trae thon some of the great:
nien (n Bible times woere guiliy of & vichation of the
seventh commandinent. 1 say thoy were: but they
were nob wll polyguimists, as 1 bave demonstratad to
you to-day, Bat take the facts, Abvalam, wher
convine:d of his sin, pat away Hagar, Jacob lived
forty years out of & state of Pml}' wimy.  David pout
WWAY s wives cight years bolore he dicd, If thera
I8 o seeound that Solowon put away bils wives,
nefther (8 there an assureune that Seiomon glan-
doned his lolatry,  This, then, my {riends, 1S the
argument: and a4 o Chiristian mingater, desteing only
your good, | prociaim tos (et thal polygamy 19
widnltery, (Ueseral outbarsl of dissene and loud
crles of “Shame, sirome! oo, 1o 1 assert 15, witiy
wll Kindness, a8 w doctriue tanght in the Bible, aud
prociotm it without fear as the tuw of God.

1am challenged to prove that polygamy I8 no pres
vention of prostitution. It has been afvmed time
wrd aggindn, not oply in this disenssion, but in th
written  works of (e distngushed  gentleme
arouna e, that in MunogRious couniries prostle
tution, or gocial ovil 18 Rlmoal nnlversally prevalent, !
I igcover that | have not the time to follow oul this)
wrillen avginoent, but 1 am preparsd o prove—L
will prove 1t in your daily papers—that prostitottong
1% a8 wld a8 suthende istery: that prosutotion bag
been  and 18 to-day  ore préevilent i polye
gale  than  in monogatle  countvies, 1 cul
prove  that  the  estimites  represeating  pro

Htutlon 10 IWONGEAL.0 countidos are ove
dreawn.  They mre  overdrawn o regard ot
my native city, ‘Chat gentleman brought out New
York; and In thut willou and over ugﬂlmul;uu
you canoot Hid more than 6,000 rec Brost
ihtew, I ean go, for jnsiance, to St Louls, whe
they have just iaken the census, and the prostiute
of thint cliy, with o populavien of 300,000, are but B&0
You iy o Uirongh the length and breadth of th
fandd, In vilsges where there are from a thonsand o
ten thousaud Inhatitants, and vou canonot fnd
house of prostitudion,  ‘the truth s, oy (riends, |
wolld not be whiowed for @ mowent, aad these me
that assert that our mWonoganous Coatty 18 filed
with prostisnles viter a slander upon ol country.
e distinguished friend relerred w religions 1
erty and glavined that he had o right, unl‘ll:r th
am

heart, But Tatirm that the aw

revolution u! the heaveuly bodies,

the well belng of sectety, and civil sathoriy may b
extended woresirict religlons liberty wiihio di

bouwnds,  The Hindvo mother may  cou
| lere with her Shasta, which 5 her  Bibie,
and  she may  throw her chiid  into  you

river or lake, and elvil government acoordl ¢
your theory could not notice 1t nor say to tha
mother, “You shan® 4o K" You suy &t 12 o murder
| Lsay it not. The act 18 stripped of ®il the ant
butes of murder, 1t s a relrions act.  She torn
| o ter Bihie g saYs, L am commanded to do th
| Tromm my B, What will youdot  You whil ta
Ler frow Lhe Shasta, and you witl

and childven in d
CAL BAY O gO0d wWurd L0

The law of limls)
Laton 12 08 universal as creation.  Religlows dberiy:
| must be pirciiced witnin tee bounds of decenry ana




